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mind that the test of our progress is 
not whether we add more to the abun-
dance of those who have much; it is 
whether we provide for those who have 
too little. 

Among those who have too little are 
the working men and women of Amer-
ica. And if we carry out this infrastruc-
ture challenge, if we make it in Amer-
ica, if the steel is American made, if 
the locomotives are American made— 
and there is a marvelous example of 
what can be done with public policy 
that says, if we are going to build loco-
motives for the Amtrak system on the 
Northeast corridor from Washington, 
D.C., to Boston, that those locomotives 
will be American made, with 100 per-
cent American-made equipment. 

Interestingly, when this was part of 
the American Recovery Act back in 
2010, a bill put forward by Democrats 
and President Obama, there was a re-
quirement for $700 million or $800 mil-
lion to be spent on American-built lo-
comotives, 100 percent American made. 
A German company said: Whoa, $700 
million? $800 million? Locomotives? 
American made? We could do that. 

So, in Sacramento, California, Sie-
mens, one of the great manufacturing 
companies in the world, said: Well, 
let’s see. We make not locomotives, but 
we do make cars for the transit sys-
tems. We can do locomotives. 

And they did. Just this last week, I 
got off one of the Amtrak trains from 
New York City, walked past a gleaming 
locomotive, brand-new, and on the side 
it said ‘‘Siemens.’’ I am going: That lo-
comotive was made in Sacramento, 
California, just outside my district, by 
a German company with American 
workers, American steel, American 
wheels, American engines—made in 
America. 

How did it happen? Because Congress, 
with Democrats in control and a Demo-
cratic President, said: We are not going 
to talk about making America great 
again; we are going to actually pass a 
law that says this money will be spent 
on American-made locomotives. 

And so it was. And now that plant is 
continuing to expand as they produce 
cars for transit systems all across this 
Nation. 

FDR had it right, and we are going to 
follow. We are going to make sure that 
the laws of this Nation actually pro-
vide for the working men and women; 
for those who don’t have a job, an edu-
cational program, job training pro-
grams, career development programs in 
community colleges and high schools, 
apprenticeship programs, so that the 
men and women of America can par-
ticipate in the revitalization of the 
American infrastructure system. 

Whether that is a highway, an inter-
state freeway, an airport, a dock, or a 
port, we are going to make sure that 
the American workers have a chance 
not only in building the infrastructure, 
but in using the steel and the concrete 
and the other elements that go into 
these infrastructure projects. Those 
should also be made in America so that 
that infrastructure program flows way 
beyond just those who are pouring the 

concrete to those who are making the 
cement and making the manufacturing 
plant that will develop the cement. 

b 2015 
This is where we are. And by the way, 

we want to make sure that tax policy 
does not do what the Republicans have 
repeatedly done—2001, 2003 tax cuts and 
again in the 2017 tax cuts that have 
transferred $2 trillion of American 
wealth to the top 1 percent. That is 
shameful, but that has actually hap-
pened. And all the while the rest of 
Americans have seen virtually no im-
provement in their economic situation. 

Tax policy—critically important. 
Policy that requires that when we 
spend your tax dollar, that your tax 
dollar is spent on American jobs in 
American factories, putting Americans 
to work in what we call a ‘‘Make It In 
America’’ agenda. 

And so keep this in mind, Mr. Trump, 
this is how you make America great 
again, by making it in America. So we 
can work with our Republican col-
leagues, as we are with our ship-
building program, the Energizing 
American Shipbuilding Act. Democrats 
and Republicans understand, together, 
that it is public policy. It is the laws 
that we write that set the pace for eco-
nomic growth and spread that growth 
out across the great American popu-
lation so that everyone—everyone can 
participate in the rebuilding of Amer-
ica’s infrastructure, whether it is a 
ship at sea, a port that is being devel-
oped, an airport, a highway or a rail-
way, water system, sanitation system, 
we must write into all of those laws 
that when American taxpayer money is 
used, it is spent on American manufac-
turing and American workers. 

So we will make it in America, and 
America will make it when we follow 
these kinds of wise public policies, 
keeping in mind that our task is to 
make sure that we always focus not on 
those who have much, but, rather, on 
those that have too little. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

THE FIGHT TO SAVE AMERICA’S 
PATENT SYSTEM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
majority leader. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
first and foremost, before I get into the 
subject that I will be discussing today, 
let me just note that ‘‘American made’’ 
is only important if there are Ameri-
cans actually in the jobs. 

Who is the friend and who is the 
enemy of American workers today? 
Certainly the party that is permitting 
massive flow of illegal immigrants into 
our country in order to take the jobs 
that are being created is not a friend of 
the American working people. 

Let us take a look at why Americans 
have prospered. We have prospered be-
cause, yes, we have technology and we 
have jobs. But it is also because we 

have not permitted this massive immi-
gration that now seems to be flowing 
across and has been for the last 10 and 
20 years. 

If we have industries that are going 
to succeed and jobs that are going to be 
created, we must first control our bor-
ders so that all of the jobs that we hear 
about being created are given to Amer-
icans, not to people who come here ille-
gally. 

It is unfortunate that that part of 
the debate in how illegal immigration 
has been bringing down the quality of 
life, taking jobs away from Americans, 
that that has not been part of the de-
bate that we have heard over the 
media. 

In fact, last week, we had an example 
where the Democratic party members 
here were unable to support a bill on 
the floor commending those brave 
souls who are defending our border and 
trying to stem the flow—the massive 
flow of illegal immigration into our 
country. They couldn’t get themselves 
to back that. 

Now, I went to an ICE facility, which 
is the group in our government that ac-
tually runs the facilities and helps us 
control this massive flow into our 
country, and the people there, yes, 
there were over 300 being held, and 
they were going to be returned. They 
were doing a good job for us. 

And the fact is, in California, the 
Democratic party has gone so far over-
board, they won’t even permit local 
law enforcement—they have actually 
outlawed—they call it the sanctuary 
State law—they won’t even let local 
governments permit them to use their 
own law enforcement to cooperate with 
Federal authorities in order to deal 
with illegal alien criminals. 

Now, something is wrong here. We 
can hear all this talk about attacking 
Republicans as if all the tax money 
that was saved in this tax bill went to 
rich people. No, that is not the case. 
And what is also not the case is that 
the very jobs that are being created by 
such programs are going to foreigners 
who are here illegally, unless we do 
something about it. 

So with that said, I would like to get 
into the issue that I really would like 
to—that I was intending to discuss 
today, and it has everything to do also 
with American prosperity. American 
prosperity didn’t just happen. So I call 
this the Fight to Save America’s Pat-
ent System. 

We Americans are blessed to be part 
of a Nation where average people who 
live right and work hard can expect 
safety, a decent standard of living, and 
opportunities beyond the dreams of 
those who just struggle to survive in so 
much of the world—which is also why 
we have to control the borders. Be-
cause we do have a high standard of 
living in this world and we have this 
high standard of living for average peo-
ple, it is not just a gift from God, but 
it is also a result of fundamental poli-
cies and laws that have governed our 
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land, including immigration laws, I 
might add, that prevent this massive 
flow of illegals into our country that 
we have been having to deal with. 

Policies were put into place by brave, 
hardworking, forward-looking patriots 
over the years who struggled to create 
this new country, the United States of 
America. And they put in place funda-
mental laws that were aimed at pro-
tecting the rights of each and every 
person in the country. 

One of those rights, which is often 
overlooked, was delineated in Article I, 
section 8 of the Constitution. In fact, 
considering the fact that the Bill of 
Rights was added to the document as a 
package of amendments, it is the only 
place in the original body of the Con-
stitution where the word ‘‘right’’ is 
used. This is that part of our basic law 
of the land that mandates that writers 
and inventors have the right to exclu-
sively control their creation for a spec-
ified period of time. That is in the Con-
stitution. And that specified period of 
time, which through most of our his-
tory was 17 years—17 years for our in-
ventors to control and profit from what 
they have created. 

Benjamin Franklin probably inserted 
this into the Constitution without 
much fanfare, yet it has been a factor 
that has made all the difference. Ordi-
nary Americans have lived good and 
decent lives here, not necessarily be-
cause we have worked harder—because 
people work hard all over the world— 
but we have prospered because not only 
have our people worked hard, but they 
have had the technological edge. We 
have multiplied the impact of every 
hour of labor with machines and equip-
ment that existed only as a result of 
the genius of our people. 

Progress was shared by all because 
we have nurtured our inventors, pro-
tected their intellectual property 
rights, and permitted them to profit 
from their genius. Our standard of liv-
ing as a people became the envy of the 
world, and all this can be traced to a 
strong, fair, and honest patent system. 

I have got good news. American in-
ventors, the folks who are so often 
taken for granted, are deeply appre-
ciated by the new Trump administra-
tion. Secretary Wilbur Ross and the 
new director of the United States Pat-
ent Office, Andrei Iancu—I guess that 
is how you pronounce that—are mak-
ing sure that America’s greatest as-
sets, our inventors and our innovators, 
are protected. This is, of course, a re-
versal of what has been going on in re-
cent years. 

The United States Patent and Trade-
mark Office, or the USPTO, is the Fed-
eral agency tasked with the job of pro-
tecting America’s new ideas and in-
vestments in innovation and cre-
ativity. Over the years, there have 
been 58 different men and women lead-
ing this agency. 

Our newest USPTO director, Andrei 
Iancu, shows the promise to be perhaps 
one of the best in that long line that 
extends back more than 200 years. Di-

rector Iancu has a long history in inno-
vation, from his work as an engineer at 
Hughes Aircraft Company and his legal 
career that focused on intellectual 
property litigation. He has assured me 
personally that he will fight to protect 
the intellectual property of our inven-
tors, and he will demand that account-
ability and transparency are hallmarks 
in the patent office under his watch. 
His positive commitment is refreshing. 
That is, to make sure that we have this 
transparency and accountability that 
he is talking about is a refreshing con-
trast to past office leadership. 

Most of my colleagues and most of 
my fellow Americans have rarely no-
ticed the conflict that has been quietly 
raging here in Washington for the last 
three decades. It has been an ongoing 
struggle with major impact on the se-
curity of our country and the well- 
being of the American people. 

Yet few Members of Congress are 
even aware of how critical this fight is, 
and because the fight is usually fought 
in legalese, the American people are 
unaware of the issues being deter-
mined. What I am talking about is an 
ongoing clandestine attack on Amer-
ica’s patent system by powerful multi-
national corporations. Their aim has 
been to gain a free hand to use any 
technology with no worry of compen-
sating the inventor of that said tech-
nology. 

American companies and American 
workers have succeeded by being on 
the cutting edge and a notch above for-
eign competition. This is because our 
innovators have been protected by the 
best patent system in the world. Yet, 
we hear these calls globally, and in col-
lusion with domestic power brokers, 
demands that we harmonize our system 
with the rest of the world. 

If there is any harmonization, it 
should be the rest of the world rising 
up to our long-held standards which 
have been instrumental in enabling our 
way of life and our country’s greatness. 
We absolutely should not lower Amer-
ica’s standards. 

But that is exactly what a powerful 
coalition has been pushing for. And in 
2012, with the America Invents Act, 
they finally were able to undermine 
significant protections of our patent 
system. The implications of that law 
are just now becoming evident. 

So, for three decades, legislation 
aimed at weakening America’s patent 
protection has been pushed and re- 
pushed, whittling away, and restruc-
turing with the goal to diminish the 
rights of our inventors. This establish-
ment thinks these are people who are 
just in the way. The anti-patent jug-
gernaut cabal even managed to change 
who will be issued a patent. 

Up until 2012, up until that law, for 
more than two centuries, the actual in-
ventor of new technology was legally 
considered the rightful owner of the in-
vention and thus designated as the re-
cipient of the patent for that new tech-
nology. 

This longstanding and commonsense 
policy was shifted by that 2012 bill so 

that now, not the inventor, but the 
first entity to file for the patent gets 
the patent. Hear that again: The actual 
inventor doesn’t get the patent. In an 
age of hacking and predatory corpora-
tions, this is a disaster in the making. 

b 2030 
Even as we lost ground in the legisla-

tive fight to protect our inventors’ 
rights, there was even less awareness of 
a change in the way they were doing 
business inside the Patent Office. 
There has always been a strict guide-
line directing the decisions and actions 
of the professionals and civil servants 
the Patent Office. 

Approval of a patent application was 
not left up to the whims of those mak-
ing the decision. If an application met 
the requirements, objective criteria, 
and the proper procedures were fol-
lowed, if that happened, the Patent Of-
fice employee was mandated to do his 
or her duty, not to think how they 
should feel about the economic and so-
cietal changes that might be brought 
about when a new technology is intro-
duced, or what groups would benefit 
and which ones wouldn’t, if this new 
technology was patented. 

I am not certain what precipitated 
the power play, but, in 1994, changes 
began happening surreptitiously inside 
the Patent Office itself, even as overt 
legislative campaigns were taking 
place to weaken our patent system, 
and they were being launched on the 
outside. 

So you had people working on the in-
side and the outside, trying to weaken 
the patent protection of American in-
ventors. 

A new procedure was quietly made 
part of the system inside. It was theo-
retically aimed at alerting senior pat-
ent personnel that a patent with seri-
ous consequences was soon to be grant-
ed and, thus, given more intense scru-
tiny. It was called SAWS, Sensitive Ap-
plication Warning System. But, as you 
would imagine, as soon as this secre-
tive new element was added to the Pat-
ent Office procedures, it began to have 
much more of an impact than sup-
posedly intended. 

Unauthorized and hidden SAWS rules 
and determinations were made that 
had a major impact on the basic busi-
ness of the Patent Office, the issuing or 
denial of an inventor’s patent. Some 
Patent Office officials took it upon 
themselves to violate the clear legal 
boundaries that were in place specifi-
cally to prevent well-intended subjec-
tivity from running wild. SAWS had a 
big impact, much bigger than they ever 
thought, and it had no scrutiny. 

So inventors were being skewered 
from the outside by those legislators 
mobilized by powerful multinational 
corporations, and by other special in-
terests as well, I might add, and on the 
inside by an in-the-shadows system 
that permitted unrestricted consider-
ation, no visibility, and no account-
ability. 

It took more than 20 years for this to 
come to light and officially ended. In 
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2015, the SAWS program was exposed 
and made public. And after congres-
sional hearings and inquiries, the Pat-
ent Office announced the program had 
been retired. As one senior patent offi-
cial told me, ‘‘That program had to 
go.’’ 

So it has been an ongoing struggle on 
the outside and on the inside to main-
tain the strength and integrity of 
America’s patent system. 

On the legislative side, there is a bi-
partisan coalition now, led by dedi-
cated Representatives like MARCY KAP-
TUR of Ohio and THOMAS MASSIE of 
Kentucky. They just introduced H.R. 
6264, Restoring America’s Leadership 
in Innovation Act of 2018, a bill that 
will, if we can get it enacted, undo 
many of the legislative setbacks Amer-
ica’s patent system has suffered in the 
last two decades. I am, of course, an 
original cosponsor of that bill, and I in-
vite my colleagues to join me in co-
sponsoring it. 

There is really good news—and here 
is some really good news—from the ex-
ecutive branch. Secretary of Commerce 
Wilbur Ross is deeply committed to 
protecting the intellectual property of 
American inventors. He is willing to 
fight the good fight to protect us 
against foreign competitors who would 
steal our inventors’ genius and use it 
against our own hardworking people. 

Secretary Ross is working with our 
new director of the Patent Office, 
Andrei Iancu, and he is committed to 
protecting inventors and creators. 
Both of them, with President Trump’s 
guidance and Vice President PENCE’s 
encouragement, are declaring that the 
patent system will be totally trans-
parent and fully accountable. 

I might say, Director Iancu has just 
reaffirmed that commitment in a writ-
ten statement to Congress: 

Today, at the U.S. Patent and Trademark 
Office, every action we take is on the public 
record and recorded in a publicly available 
database. 

So there is reason for optimism that 
we have turned a corner in our long- 
term efforts to protect—and, yes, re-
claim and maintain and repair—some 
of the damages that have been done 
from both the outside attack of our 
patent system and the inside, out-of- 
line actions that were taken without 
oversight or accountability, like the 
SAWS program. 

It is not appropriate to cover up or 
withhold information. It is time to 
make up for those past errors and to 

set a path for America’s Patent Office 
to offer efficient, honest, and totally 
above-board service. 

The new director has his hands full. 
But he has the right game plan: total 
transparency and full accountability. 

When it comes to innovation and 
technology, we are, with our American 
President, the Vice President, the Sec-
retary of Commerce, and the team over 
at the Patent Office, together, making 
America great again. 

So I would ask my colleagues, please, 
I know this is a complicated issue, we 
talked to the American people, we 
know that patent law seems like it 
should be complicated, but it is not. 
For someone who invents something, 
our Founding Fathers put into place a 
property right for those people who in-
vent, an inventor, to be able, at least 
for 17 years, have control over his or 
her invention. 

This has worked well for the United 
States. It is so sad that, for decades 
now, they have been trying to under-
mine it. But we are reclaiming that 
today with the Trump administration, 
the Secretary of Commerce, the head 
of the Patent Office, and the Vice 
President of the United States, who are 
dedicated to protecting the rights of 
our inventors and, thus, protecting the 
great standard of living and the safety 
of the United States of America, which 
is so dependent on having a techno-
logical edge against any competitor or 
enemy. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

RAISING A QUESTION OF THE 
PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE PUR-
SUANT TO ARTICLE I, SECTION 7, 
OF THE UNITED STATES CON-
STITUTION 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
offer a resolution constituting a ques-
tion of the privileges of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H. RES. 1019 

Resolved, That the conference report ac-
companying H.R. 5515, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2019 for military ac-
tivities of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense activi-
ties of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes, in the 
opinion of this House, contravenes the first 
clause of the seventh section of the first arti-

cle of the Constitution of the United States 
and is an infringement of the privileges of 
this House and that such bill be respectfully 
recommitted to the committee of con-
ference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
olution presents a question of the 
privileges of the House. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 8 o’clock and 39 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 2128 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. WOODALL) at 9 o’clock 
and 28 minutes p.m. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION WAIVING 
A REQUIREMENT OF CLAUSE 6(a) 
OF RULE XIII WITH RESPECT TO 
CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN 
RESOLUTIONS REPORTED FROM 
THE COMMITTEE ON RULES, AND 
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF MOTIONS TO SUSPEND THE 
RULES 

Mr. SESSIONS, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 115–873) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 1020) waiving a requirement of 
clause 6(a) of rule XIII with respect to 
consideration of certain resolutions re-
ported from the Committee on Rules, 
and providing for consideration of mo-
tions to suspend the rules, which was 
referred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 28 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, July 25, 2018, at 10 a.m. for 
morning-hour debate. 

h 
EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL 

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for Official Foreign Travel during the second quar-
ter of 2018, pursuant to Public Law 95–384, are as follows: 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, JOSH MARTIN, EXPENDED BETWEEN MAY 24 AND JUNE 4, 2018 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Josh Martin .............................................................. 5 /25 5 /26 France ................................................... .................... 190.00 .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... 190.00 
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